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From: Brenda S. Adelman <brendarrwpc®earthlink.net>

To: Debbie Irvin <dirvin@waterboards.ca.gov>, "Charlton H. Bonham™”
<cbonham@tu.org>, Richard Roos-Collins <rreollins@n-h-i.org>, Stan Griffin
<tucalif@earthiink.net>, Brian Hines <brian@ncsr.com>, Alan Levine
<alevine@mcn.org>

Date: Tuesday, March 15, 2005 9 11 PM

Subject: Re: TU Petition

Re: TU Pgtition

Division of Water Rights Workshop
Srate Water Rescurces Control Board
11:90 &M March 17, 2005

Dear Chairman Baggett and Board Members:

¥y neme is Brenda Adelman and I am Chair of Russian River watershed Protecticon Committee. We
repraesent about 1500 property owners in the lower Russian Rivexr and have worked on Russian River
issues since cur formation in 1980. We have provided your Board with testimony on numercus issues
over the years and new wish to provide supperting comments for the TU and hudabon Petiticn that you
are considering at your Thursday Board Meeting., We would have liked to be there in person, put we had
a difficult conflict with anothexr issue we are tracking and cam not make the trip.

You may recall that we had summitted extensive Cestimony on the emergency low flow application by the
Soncma County Water Agency last year. We continue to be very concerned about the dire cvonditions in
the NMussian River, particularly in sumer. Illegal diversions and a lack of enforcement exacerbate
warer guality problems greatly. If things continue as they are, we worry about impacts on threatened
gpecies, the watershed envircnment, as well as a great diminishing of recreaticnal cpportunities.
Furthermore, we dre wery concerned about a potential decline in our drinking water supply. We support
rthe following recommendaticons as described in the Petition.

The petition proposes the development of guidelines and procedures in order to assure coordinatad,
rimaely and effective regulation of water diversiens in coastal streams from Marin County northwards to
the Mattole River, including the Russian River watershed, as well as those streams in Napa

county Eribucary te $an Paplo Bay (central coast streams).

The petition iz intended to assist in the implementation of AR 2121

as signed by Governor Schwarzsnegger on September 30, 2004. This law requires the State Water Board,

on or before January 1, 2007, o adopt principles and guidelines for mainraining instream flows in
central coagt ctreams in accordance with State policy for water guality control, for the

purposse of water xright administration. AB 2121 also reguires the State

Water Beard Lo annually prepare a charrt of pending applications te appropriate water in the Counties
of Marin, Napa, %Sonoma, Mendocine, and Humboldt, describing the status of each application, the
actions taken in the preceding year. the proposed actions for the upcoming year, and the proposed date
tor final action on each application.

The pe-ition asserts that in order to protect steelhead and coho salmon

fisheries and other public trust values, reform of the water rights system is .necessary. Further, the
petition claims:

1} The State Water Board and the other State agencies named in the

petiticon have not protected the public trust uses of the central coast streamg agalnst unautharized
Qiversions; :
#) The State Warer Board and the other State agenc-es named in the

petition have not adopted adequate procedures for coordinated envirormental review of water right
permit applications and related pexmit applications:

3) The State Water Board does not have an adequate procedure to assure
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timely action on water rignt permit applications:

4y The State Water Board does not have an adequate procedurs for

consultaticn with responsible agencies in the preoparation of environmental Jdocuments for its action on
water right permit applications;

51 The State Water Board improperly exempts small domestic water uses and

stockponds from environmental review of cumulative impacts;

&) The State Water Beard doaes not have guidelines adequate to determine

the existing ¢iversions from central coast streams;

7] The State water Board does nct have guidelines adequate to establish

water right permit cenditions that protect and restore coho and steelhead fisheries in good condition;
8} The State Water Board does not have guidelines adequate to establish

permit ceonditions for mitigation monitering and reporting; and

93 The $tate Water Board does not take adequate enforgement actions to

prevent or correct unauthorized diversions.

The petition includes addirional claims against DFG, the State Lands
Commission, and the five counties named in the petition.

The petition requests the following remedies from all agencies named in

rhe petition:

1} A coordinated response to the petiticn with the State Water Board

acting as lead;

2} ndoption of an interagency Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for

cocrdination of the agencies' respective proceedings to approve or vendition water diversicns and
rela~=d facilities or activities; and

31 A systematic investigation of central coast streama to identify

unauthorized diversicons.

The petitlon requests the following remedies from the State Water Board only:

1} Amendment of the State Water Hoard's standard MOU for preparation of

California =nvironmental Quality Act (CEQA) environmental review documents on watex right permit
applications consistent with the interagency MOU;

2) Adoption of guidelines for the substantive review of water right permit

applications that use as & starting point the 2002 guidelines for protection of fish prepared jointly
vy DFG and the National Marine Pisheries Service;

3) Adoption of a general time limit for the processing of water right

permit applications on central coast streams not Lo exceed chree yearg;

4) Enforcement actions and the use of enforcement procedures that

cffectively prevent or correct unauthorized diversions in the cemtzal coast streams; and

=) adoption of regulations to ensure that small domestic use and livestock

stockpend registrations comply with CEQA.

wWe appreciate the Board's consideration of this matter.
Sincerely.

Brenda Adelmarn
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